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SOME PLAIN REMARKS, &c. 


* * 


1 writer of this little piece puts his name to it, William Ward, 
1 M. A. and ſtiles himſelf, Late Curate of Carleton, &c. in 
© Norfolk,” which indicates him to have been a Clergyman ef the 
Church of England as by law eſtabliſhed. From this curacy, how- 
ever, he has, by his own account, been forced to remove, which, 
he ſays in his introductory advertiſement, he did very reluctantly, 
© contrary to his determination not to quit his ſphere of uſefulnefs 
© fo long as he could be permitted to continue in it.“ And again, page 
1. he mentions the late occaſion when it pleaſed God to permit our 
© ſeparation,” But he has not directly told us what was the cauſe 
of that ſeparation, which he ſmoothes over with the plauſible varniſh 
of permiſſion. No doubt the good people of Carleton, to whom he 
addreſſes. this publication, knew what was the cauſe, which, as he 
ſays expreſsly, page 60. forced him to leave them.“ But his readers 
here are left to gueſs at it from what he ſays, page 61. I addreſs 
© alſo thoſe who were the oppoſers of my miniſtry : Convinced, my 
© friends, that your objections were more againſt the poser and prac- 
_ © tical influence of my preaching, than againſt the doctrines, &c. 
with a. parentheſis about © men who hate the light becauſe their deeds 
© are evil, which as it ſtands, has an invidious ſound. What theſe 
doctrines were, he had told before, page 15. where he © bleſſes God 
© who enabled and taught him to embrace this view of divine truth 
© called Calviniſtic, &c.* Now all this, not very material to be known 
in this country, has in general a ſtrange appearance, and ſeems to 
throw ſome reflection on his mother-church of England, who, it 
ſeems, has permitted him to be againſt his will ſeparated from his dear 
curacy, and either could not, or would not, provide for ſuch a 
powerful and practical preacher in any place of her extenſive compaſs, 
which, one ſhould think, ſome of her many beneficed Clergymen 
might have done; but would thus lay him under the neceſſity of 
coming to an obſcure corner in the north of Scotland, and among a 


people who, for 45 years, had profeſſed themſelves to belong ſomehow 
or other to that church which he has been forced to leave: Where 


likewiſe, beſides this apparent impropriety on the face of his neu 
connection, which it would become thoſe more immediately con- 
cerned with it to look ſeriouſly into, however trifling ſome of them 
may think it, his valunteering labours upon his Calviniſtic plan ma 

be thought in a good meaſure ſuperfluous, as the eccleſiaſtic eſta- 
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bliſhment in Scotland is founded on a Calviniſtic bottom, regulated 
by the Catlvimftic ſtandard, and fifted with men who may be pre- 
ſumed, both from their education and character, to be as capable, 
where and when they ſee it proper, of diſplaying what he calls this 
* view of divine truth,” as any Curate of the church of England, 
which embraces no ſuch Calviniſtic view, nor requires her clergy to 
defend it. | . 

But indeed Mr Ward ſeems to have. more unfavourable notions of 
things, and. to look upon all, befides himſelf and his affociates, to 


be no better than mere heathens. This inference, harſh as it will 


appear, may be deduced from his own words, whether deſigned 
that way or not. For after a long catalogue from page 41. of the 
8 about the bringing in of the Gentiles, which, page 46. 

e calls a? time when the goſpel ſhall enlighten many benighted coun- 
© tries,” he immediately adds in a parentheſis, as it were by way of 


application, We bleſs God who has put it into the hearts of our 


dear countrymen to form a ſociety ſo much calculated for promot- 
ing this glorious cauſe.” And what ſociety he means, we may eafily 
learn from a liſt which has been purpofely ſubjoined to his pamph- 


let, of the ©* ſermons of the Miſhonary Society now on foot.” Some 


of theſe miſhonary preachers have been among us here in the north, 
offering what they call the goſpel to a © benighted country,” and have 
eirculated a printed hiſtory of their preaching teur, with an apology 


for their undertaking, which they well knew much needed one, anda 
fort of ſhuffling anſwer to the many objections they found it lying 


open to: A performance, dreſſed out indeed in tolerable language, 
but full of ſelf-confident inveCtives againſt every orher denomination 
of preachers whatever. Many even of the Seceders they find fault 
with, eſpecially where they did not countenance the new miſſion. 
The Scots Epiſcopal people have only one by-blow from them, but 
it is a malicious one, in page 88. where they tell us, that in Inverneſs 
there is an Epiſcopal meeting, over which a biſhop preſides, but 
religion is in the ſame ſtate among them as in the reſt of the Scots 
« Epiſcopal meetings.“ What their notion of that ſtate is, may eaſi- 
ly be gueſled : But as it does not appear from their own account 
that ever they were preſent in theſe meetings, all the anſwer pro- 
per or neceſſary for ſuch ignorant revilers is, Father, forgive them, 
© for they know not what they /ay.” But the efabli/bment is the prin- 
cipal object of their ill humour, in declaiming againſt which they 
not only forſake the common forms of decorum, but even break 
through the very rules of equity : as in many caſes where they heard 
a miniſter preach, and when he had done, immediately harangued 
the people againſt the ſermon, it is not only ſuppoſable, but even 
from their own accounts highly probable, that the obnoxious ſer- 
mon of that day, might have been a ſumming up of former euange- 
tical ones in a practical application; a method followed by every 

| Con- 
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conſcientious preacher, as ſanctioned by apoſtolic example, and 
therefore meriting more deliberate examination than theſe pious cri- 
tics had leiſure to beſtow upon it. They had feen thro' the prepoſ- 
terouſneſs of ſuch a procedure, and in their narrative offer a ſham 
reaſon for it, page 24. that while we were ſpeaking to one man who 
« would probably have reckoned us inſolent and fanatical, the con- 
© oregation, to whom we frequently preached as ſoon as the church 
© was diſmiſſed, would have been ſcattered, and we ſhould have had 
© no opportunity of ſpeaking to the people at all:? A reafon which, 
in the old days of fable, might have been put into the Wolf's mouth 
for not converſing with the Shepherd, leſt the Sheep ſhould have 
time to diſperſe, and get out of his devouring reach. There is no 
harm, whatever harſhneſs, in this parallel, as it is drawn from ſuf- 
ficient authority, St. Mat. vii. 15. St. John x. 12. of which paſſages 
theſe gentlemen would do. well to guard themſelves againſt the ap- 

plication. They have quoted the firſt part of St. Matthew's text, 
page 27. Beware of falſe prophets,” but have with more prudence 
than honeſty kept out of {fight what follows, which ſtares themſelves 
ſo broadly in the face. Indeed they are very unlucky in moſt of the 
texts which they have adduced, as in Mat. xxiv. 26. which they ac- 
knowledge, page 27. to be a warning from our Lord againſt going 
Forth to ſee and to hear falſe prophets : And in 2 St. John 10. 11. If 
there come any unto you, &c. which certainly looks more againſt 
them than for them. Thro' the whole of this laboured apology of 
theirs, the meaneſt reader, who is not entirely blinded with a pre- 
judice for novelty, muſt ſee what force they are obliged to uſe with 
ſcripture, and to what ſtraits they are reduced to palliate, for it is 
impoſſible to vindicate their romantic expedition, which perhaps has 
had ſomething more in view than the intereſts of religion. From 
their own account of it they appear to be much Ls e. with the 
word order in ſacred matters, and therefore affect to deſpife it, in con- 
tempt of the apoſtolic injunction, 1 Cor. xiv. 46. Let all things 
© be done decently and in order,” which indeed they are candid 
enough to make no pretenſions to. I do not mean however to dero- 
gate from what praiſe may be juſtly due to the alledged piety of this 
deſign, which yet, like many other good deſigns, may be ſpoiled in 
the execution. I only wiſh that the encouragers of it had not adopt- 
ed the word © miſhonary,” as there is ſomething more ſacred and 
| ſolemn in the word © miffion, when relative to this buſineſs, than 
upon ſtrict examination will be found to quadrate fully with their 
character. The writer under my immediate conſideration has adorn- 
ed his title-page with two texts, one of which is Rom. iv. 3. What 
faith the ſcripture ?? Now the ſcripture ſaith, and in the ſame epiſtle 
tao, Chap. x. 15. * How ſhall they preach unleſs they be nt ? 
Which will immediately carry up the inquiſitive mind to the original 
ſender, St. John xx. 21. and to his appointed delegates in regular ſuc- 
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eeſſion: A privilege which there is ground to ſuſpect will coſt the 
* formers of this ſociety” more pains than they are aware of to preſs 
into their ſervice. Our miſſionary touriſts had felt the edge of this 
puzzling queſtion, page 17. where they would be evading the uni- 
verſal application of it, by confining it to the caſe of the Gentiles, 
which yet would bear heavy on their ſcheme in its grand view : 
But they had taken care, in a former page, (p. 14.) to ſcreen them- 
ſelves under the mean ſubterfuge of retorting upon the eſtabliſh- 
ment, which I ſhall take no further notice of than barely to obſerve 
what will be readily admitted, that my upbraiding my neighbour 


with defects and irregularities in his conduct is but a ſorry vindica- 


tion of the ſame in my own. The Apoſtle's words are generally 
expreſſed, ſa ought to be underſtood in a general ſenſe, as declaring 
the impoſſibility of preaching without a commiſſion, and this gene- 
rality is warranted by the example of the firſt preachers themſelves, 
who did not preach to the * loſt benighted ſheep of the houſe of Iſrael, 
to whom their labours were limited, till they were ſent, St. Mat. x. 5. 
St. Luke x. 1. Yea, this very miſhonary ſociety ſeems to acknow- 
ledge the neceſſity of being ſent, by aſſuming ſuch a diſtinguiſhing 
appellation, whatever title they may be thought to have to it. It 
may therefore be moſt juſtly, and is moſt warmly, recommended to 
theſe gentlemen and their friends to remember what a ſtreſs the 
great ſender, both by his prophets and in his own perſon, lays upon 
miſſion, leſt in the overflowing of their zeal they ſhould make a falſe 
ſep, which there is at leaſt ſome riſque of, and thereby fall under 
the denunciation pronounced in the name of the Lord by Jeremiah, 
Ch. xxiii. 21, againſt ſome of that ſtamp in his day, I have 
not ſent theſe prophets, yet they ran. This is a volunteering age in 


more reſpects than one. But as in defence of the ſtate, the warmeſt 
;, 


fervour of patriotic zeal does not entitle our military volunteers to 
af openly in the common cauſe, till they are regularly embodied, 
and ſent whither proper authority directs them, ſo it were not amiſs 
that the church-militant ſhould obſerve the ſame order, and have 
ſomething at leaſt of an authoritative commiſſion from the comman- 
der in chief, the great Captain of our ſalvation, to ſhew for their 
warrant, and to give their labours a proper effect. There may be 
a DPuixotiſm even in things ſacred, carried on in reality, as has been 
beautifully repreſented in fiction, with the ſame qualities of both 
head and heart, and liable to the ſame iſſue, of doing many times 
more ill than good, which would be a melancholy Rene, 
if it were not deſgned. Lord, thou knoweſt the hearts of all men, 
Afts i. 24. a 

How far our preſent writer (to whom it is time now, after this 
ſhort, but not altogether impertinent digreſſion, to return), may 
chime in with theſe admired irregulars of his, and be either inclined 
or employed to imitate their example among the benighted r 
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around him, lies hid as yet in the hoſom of time; tho' many of his 


readers will be ready to think that this addreſs of his to his o/d pa- 


riſhioners, and now put into the hands of his ne ones, joined with 
ſome peculiar circumſtances, has ſomething more than a ſide- glance 


that way. But it is not the general aſpect of this performance that I 
Have principally in my eye. There are ſome particular doctrines or 


notions contained in it which, as of an erroneous nature, and danger- 
ous tendency, I would wiſh thoſe committed to my charge to be 
guarded againſt, The author entitles it, A plain accouut of con- 


3 


verſion, from which one would be led to expect that he would have 


told what converſion is, or at leaſt what he means by it. But no ſuch 
definition is to be met with. Not even our Saviour's illuſtration, 
St. Mat. xviii. 3. Except ye be converted and become as little chil- 
dren, which is plain and familiar to every capacity, but which all he 
ſays has no connexion with, nor reference to. We have indeed a 
good deal about the © experience of newly converted perſons,” page 5. 
which going upon an unfounded aſſumption, is at beſt but incorrect, 
and might be called in queſtion. And then, after this ſtrange kind 
of introduction, we are entertained, for I cannot ſay edified, with 
a long account from page 8. to page 15. of what he would be 
repreſenting as his own particular converſion, full indeed of ſtrug- 
lings, convictions, prayings, &c. but without any of the miracles, 
viſions, dreams, &c. real or imaginary, which the hiſtories of ſuch 
converſions ſeldom fail to preſent us with. And does the vain man 
think (for ſome vanity there is ſurely in it, as coming from his own 
pen) that other young men, both at and after college, have not had 
their complaints of loſt time, their feelings and fears about their 


_ inward ſtate; ſomething of a ſerious turn of mind,” page 8. ſome 


* tenderneſs and ſcrupulouſneſs of conſcience,” page 12. as well as 
he, tho' perhaps they have not kept formal diaries of theſe things, 
page 13. nor thought their own perſonal concerns of importance 
enough to make a ſhew of to the public. All we learn from this 
laboured detail is, that he ſeems to have been a good pious lad: And 
may there not have been other good and pious collegians, tho? their 


of. I would not wiſh to be miſunderitood on a ſubject of ſo high 
importance as the © converſion of a ſinner,” ſo warmly recommended, 
and ſo ſufficiently deſcribed in ſcripture. I would only have the 


* word” properly explained, and as properly applied, which is ſel- 


This Mr Newton, Rector of St. Mary Woolnoth, London, has lately pub- 
liſhed a Thankſgiving Sermon, in which he ſays, that in the church of England, 
there are not many Evangelical Clergymen who have benefices :* on which 
the Britich Critic very juſtly remarks. * Does Mr Newton know all the beneficed 
Clergymen in the kingdom? Is this Meebneſr, Humility, and Charity, ſuch as we 


might expect in a preacher who premiſes that he conſiders himſelf as ſtanding 
on the verge of an eternal ſtate ?? 


dom 


minds had not been fed and comforted with the Rev. Mr Newton's* 
* Cardiphonia and Hymns,“ page 12. which perhaps they never heard 
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Happy pitch, and ſo through fear of diſappointment, may be in dan- 


1 : 
dom the caſe in any of the fine encomiums upon it, and in this * plain 
account of it as little as in any I have ever ſeen. Much indeed is 
always ſaid of the experiences of newly converted perſons, and I 
ſhould be the laſt man upon earth to ſpeak openly againſt, or even 
lightly about them. But it ſhould be remembered that one perſon's 
experiences, however certain and. pleaſing to himſelf, are not, and 
indeed cannot be, a fixed ſtandard to direct, or judge of another's by. 
Converſion, in its original meaning, ſignifies a * turning' or being 
turned, and the ſick man, when he begins to recover, may be ſaid to 
be converted. The parallel is ſufficiently warranted, and when carried 
as far as it can warrantably go, would give a more ſatisfactory inſight 
into this buſineſs than is commonly to be met with. For as in the 
bodily ſtate, when the Phyſician applied to has done his part, and 
wrought a change, the happy object of his care has experiences 
which he delightfully feels, but cannot many times adequately deſ- 
cribe, ſo it is in the /prritual ſtate with the ſick convert, when bleſt 
with the ſalutary recipe' of the Phyſician of ſouls. And as both 


the outward ſymptoms and inward feelings of different ſick perſons 


under. recovery will and do differ, according to the different 
natures of diſeaſes, and even of conſtitutional frame; ſo will the 
ſpiritual recovery put on different appearances likewiſe, owing 
to the ſame differences in the ſpiritual ſtructure. But there is 
a poſition laid down in moſt of the deſcriptions that we meet 
with of converſion, which I do not heſitate to ſay is both 
a palpable and a dangerous miſtake. It is held forth to us as ſome- 
thing of the nature of an electrical ſtroke, inſtantaneous, and wrought 
in a moment, and conſequently alike in all converts both in its opera- 
tion and effects. I can admit that where divine wiſdom pitches upon 


an inſtrument for future ſervice, as in the caſe of St. Paul, or even 


where divine grace is pleaſed to diſplay its power by © plucking a 
brand out of the burning, as is /a:d of a late military gentleman by 
his celebrated biographer, ſuch a ſudden ſtroke may have been 
given, and an inſtantaneous change wrought. But in the ordinary 


economy of grace, and among the generality of converts, theſe 
miraculous interpoſitions are not to be expected, becauſe not pro- 
miſed, and the making a general rule of them without diſtinction, 
may be productive of moſt pernicious conſequences, A perſon bleſt 


with ſuperior talents, capable of ſublime ideas, and who has leiſure 
from the neceſſary avocations of worldly buſineſs, may ſolace his mind 
with his own perſonal experiences, without publiſhing them as a 
ſtanding model to others, or being puffed up with them himſelf. 
But the bulk of mankind, not enjoying ſuch abilities, and unable for 


ſuch ſpeculations, may either on the one hand fancy themſelves mount- 
ed up to the high flight of deſcription held out to them, without 
poſſeſſing the reality, and ſo be thrown down by preſumption: Or 


on the other hand, may ſeriouſly find themſelves not arrived at that 


ger 


E 

ger of ſinking into deſpair. The converſion of Gentiles would be 
very different from what is called by that name among Chriſtians, 
ariſing from the great and bleſſed difference of the two characters, 
which is not only not attended to, but even artfully evaded, if not 
altogether denied, by the writers I have in my eye, who would be 
repreſenting us as not Chriſtians, till we be, in their phraſe, and ac- 
cording to their meaſure, converted. It is needleſs to argue againſt this 
degrading ſuppoſition, which, however fundamental in their opinion, 
we are happy to find is not ſupported by the leaſt authority from 
ſcripture. We rejoice in the © converſion of ſinners' in the Chriſtian 
ſenſe of the expreſſion, and we believe and feel it to be a progreſſive 
and repeated work, indeed the whole buſineſs of our lives, begun to 
us and carried on in us by (what Mr W. has not been taught by the 
church of England to ridicule, however much his friends may do ſo), 
the means of grace, which, as giving us the hope of glory, it is at leaſt 
as ſafe to ourſelves, and as reſpectful to their inſtitutor, to truſt to 
for converſion, as to © inward ſtrugglings, or declamatory harangues 
under the ſpecious title of preaching the goſpel, which ſome people 
would be excluſively challenging to themſelves, in mighty ſtrains of 
ſelf- commendation, and with a phariſaical contempt of all that differ 
from them, St. Luke xviii. 9. 15. There is a ſobriety even in re- 
ligious matters, enjoined by the apoſtle, * to think foberly, according 
das God hath dealt to every man the meaſure of faith, Rom. x1. 
3- and a caution from the ſame pen againſt ſpiritual pride (for ſuch 
a pride there may be under the maſk of the moſt profound humility), 
© thou ſtandeſt by faith, be not high minded, but fear.“ Rom. it» 20. 
And it is to be hoped that there are many ber Chriſtians, both 
preachers and others, who know and experience what converſion is, 
tho' they make no public boaſting of it, and ſoberly endeavour to 

work out their own ſalvation with fear and trembling,” truſting in 
and aſſiſted by that God who worketh in them both to will and do 
(of his good pleaſure, but more pointedly from the apoſtle's words), 
© for the ſake, upon the account of the good pleaſure, i. e. the beloved 
«Son in whom he is well pleaſed,” Phil. ii. 13 e 
Theſe few hints about converſion, which could be much farther 
enlarged if neceſſary, have been ſuggeſted by this gentleman's 
minute deſcription of his own ſtate, which, whatever his intention 
may have been in publiſhing it, will be found neither applicable nor 
uſeful to the generality of Chriſtians in their various ſtations and un- 
der their various circumſtances, who yet may enjoy the bleſſings of 
true Chriſtian converſion, in a filent and ſober way, to as falutary 
purpoſe as the moſt extatic raptures about it can effe&. But it has 
ſerved him to uſher in his entrance into the miniſtry with the better 
air, as appears fram what he ſays, page 15. * What I have deſcribed 
was the ground work of theſe diſcourſes which I ſoon after preached 
to you on the epiſtle to the Romans,“ which he ſays in the ſame 
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1 
page, were thro' infinite mercy bleſſed to your ſpiritual good.” 
How far a Miniſter's private feelings, for I ſhall not call them fan- 


cies, are a fit ground work for the inſtruction of his people, or how 


proper in a young miniſter to begin his public preaching with the 


epiſtle to the Romans, eſpecially theſe paſſages which he has ſelect- 
ed, which it has been thought St. Peter had in his eye, 2 Epiſt. iii. 


17. as being liable to be wreſted by the unlearned and unſtable to | 


their deſtruction,“ are points which admit of ſerious conſideration, 
but need no diſcuſſion. From theſe paſſages, it ſeems, he had formed 
his © Calviniſtic view of divine truth, which implies at leaſt that 


there may be other views of that amiable object, and that he wiſhed 


to recommend his view of it under that bewitching title. Now he 
knew that there was as great a man as even John Calvin, who might 
have been honoured with that patronage, and he a Biſbep too, the 
great St. Auguſtine of Hippo. It was he who firſt opened up this 


view in the Latin church, for in the Greek church it had never been 


ſeen. And Mr W. muſt know what oppoſition it met with even 
in Auguſtine's time, to ſuch a degree that it was reckoned a hereſy, 
which the veneration for that great man led its impugners to ſay 
had originated * ex Auguſtini verbis male intellectis,“ from miſun- 
derſtanding Augultine's words, which indeed ſeems to have been 


the caſe. It is well known what a flame this view of divine 


truth' raiſed in the Gallican church, 4co years after Auguſtin's 
death; on account of a filly Monk, Godeſcalc, who ſcrewed it up 
to the higheſt pitch of modern acceptation, and had both ſupporters 
and opponents, men of equal eminence in the church, and of equal 
reputation for piety and learning. Even after Calvin, among his 
other ſingularities, had broached it anew, and his Genevan ſucceſ- 
ſor Beza had licked it up into its preſent ſupra-lapſarian ſhape, it 
was attacked by Jacob van Harmin, the much-ſpoken of Arminius, 
then public Profeſſor of Divinity in the univerſity of Leyden, and the 
attack carried on aſter his death by his followers, who tho' borne 
down by the civil power, not by theological argument, in the Dutch 


_ 


ſynod of Dort, have till, under the appellation of remonflirants, kept 


their ground to this day, as far as ſuch things are minded, or thought 
worth the minding, in that country now. I am aware how ready 


Mr W. and his Calviniſtic viewers will be with their damnatory epi- 


thet of Arminians, tho” if there be either dignity or diſgrace attach- 
able to ſuch vague determinations, juſt or not, the application 1s 


at leaſt equal between a Dutch divinity profeſſor and a French at- 


torney at law. It is not before me at preſent to debate this Calvini- 
ſtic view, in that ſtriking feature of it which Mr W. is ſo particu- 
larly fond of: But only to obſerve that, where the foundation is ſo 
manifeſtly, and at the ſame time ſo juſtly conteſtible, the ſuper- 
ſtructure cannot be quite ſo ſolid, as to be ſafely truſted in: And 
to put him in mind of the modeſty of his mother-church of England, 

| on 
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on this dark and dangerous point, with her neceſſary caution, in the 
concluſion of her 17th article, which none of her ſons need, and no 
true ſon of hers will, I hope, be aſhamed to follow. Yet in going 
thro' the ſeven extracts from theſe diſcourſes of his, which he ſo 
much extols, one cannot but obſerve paſſages that look like a for- 
getting, if not neglecting, this wholeſome admonition. And here I 
cannot but take notice of what he ſays, page 15. I could now ſubmit 
© that my being ſaved at all ſhould depend on the decree of God.” 
A ſubmiſſion which, it ſeems, he had been unacquainted with, till 
by repeated ſtrugglings he had /aboured himſelf into it, but at the 
ſame time a ſubmiſſion no way ſingular in fag, and therefore ſuper- 
fluous in the mentioning : As it is not only ſuppoſable, but, I can 
upon good ground ſay, even certain, that every Chriſtian, hereabouts 
at leaſt, has been very early taught to attribute their ſalvation to ſome 
thing in, of, or from God, mercy, goodneſs, free grace, &c. tho' they 
cannot enter ſo far into the counſel of Jehovah, which the church of 
England acknowledges to be * ſecret to us,“ as to fix it upon a decree 
in the limited and exclufrve ſenſe, which the Calviniſtic viewers have 
put upon that word, but which the Engliſh article, tho' it mentions 
the word, gives no countenance to, as it nowhere adopts at the 
ateſt diſtance that dreadful, but with ſome writers favourite, 
vocable of reprobation. This makes it highly probable that, at the 
time of framing theſe articles, tho the Calviniſtic rigours might have 
got ſome footing in England before they had been encountered by 
Arminius, yet the great body of that church, fo juſtly eſteemed the 
bulwark of the reformation, had not been thoroughly infected with 
the ſourneſs of that leaven, and if at all inclined to the Calviniſtic 
view, had choſen to preſent to her children only * the ſweet and com- 
* fortable? fide of it, as more reconcileable to the tenor of ſcripture, and 
more conſonant to the humane feelings of the Chriſtian heart, which 
in imitation of the divine pattern, can © have no pleaſure in the death 
* and deſtruction of a finner.” But before I part with a ſubject on 
which ſo much depends, there occurs a queſtion which might be 
put to the gentlemen who build upon the decree of God, Who is 
that God who made that decree ? A queſtion which, I think, ſhould 
be ſeparately examined, before any handle were made of the decree 
itſelf, and which, if ſolved upon ſcripture authority, might repre- 
ſent theſe things in a different light from that in which they are 
placed by the Calviniſtic view. I am tolerably well acquainted with 
the whole contexture of the Calviniſtic ſcheme, having been bred 
under one of the Gamahels of that ſect, and upon ſtrictly analyſing 

it, I find ground to ſuſpect a twang of Scciniani/m at the bottom of 
It. I make uſe of this term, not out of any fondneſs'for theſe cant 

nicknames, but only to balance the other ſide's Arminianiſm, the 
words being of pretty ſimilar found, but the one I uſe involving far 
deeper malignity than the other 7 be charged with. For indeed 
upon 
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upon the footing of a covenant, or covenants, in the commonly 
received ſenſe of that word, between God and man, in analogy, as 
is ſaid, with, and flowing from the eternal covenant, Heb. xiii. 20. 
which the Calviniſtic expoſitors limit to be only berween the Father 
and the Son, it may reaſonably be inferred that the neceſſary idea 
of acknowledged inferiority in the one caſe. would, by analogy, 
warp the mind into the notion of an inferiority, not ſo glaring in- 
deed, but ſtill an inferiority, in the other caſe too: Which perhaps 
may have given the hint to the unhappy Socinus to revive the cur- 
ſed hereſy which had been long exploded and forgotten, but which 


ſince his time has been vamped up into ſomething of a ſyſtematical 


form, openly avowed at this day by ſome, and latently I am afraid 
eſpouſed by others. The queſtion therefore which J have propoſed. 
is on this account a pertinent one, and admits of only ue ways of 
anſwering : either that one perſon has by his own ſovereign autho- 
rity made ſuch a decree, and employs the other u as his inſtru- 
ments to execute it : Or that the whole trinity, the three in Jehovah, 
are jointly intereſted in it, and contribute their ſeveral ſhares by gra- 
cious agreement to the adminiſtration of it. And theſe two different 
ways of anſwering. will give us two different views of the ſubject. . 
The firſt indeed diſplays the philoſophical pomp of a ſupreme being 
exerting an act of abſolute and arbitrary power, for manifeſting the 
ſovereignty of his glory, which is expreſsly the Calviniſtic view, 
from whatever principles it may be drawn: The other preſents to the 
contemplation and faith of a poor ſinner the proſpect of the inhe- 
rent and undeſerved mercy of Jehovah in becoming Aleim, God, to 
us, the Lord our God. And which of theſe two views is moſt con- 
ſonant to revelation, our only ſource of intelligence in ſuch high 
and momentous points, or moſt congenial and refreſhing to the ſoul, 
which can have, and rejoice in, the idea of God's mercy, but 
can haye no adequate conception of God's glory, which is his 
effential perfection, while the other is an attribute relative to the 


creature, is a conſideration which challenges more of ſerious and de- 


liberate enquiry than the Calviniſtic viewers ſeem willing to beſtow 
upon it. | SLIE: 
The ſame may be ſaid of ſome other capital words in this con- 


troverſy, which are held forth with great parade, but never fully 


explained, as for inſtance, the word faith, which 1s indeed uſed in 
ſcripture, and in various, but not diſcordant meanings ; ſometimes in 
the extenſive ſignification of the whole of our religion, as we ſay the 
Chriſtian faith, ſometimes in application to the act or diſpoſition of 
the individual: And in this ſenſe, which is the one before us, it 
has been divided into hiſtorical faith and ſaving faith, which at moſt 
is but a diſtinction without a difference, as there never could have, 
and never has been a ſaving faith, whatever is to be underſtood by 
that expreſſion, but what has begun with and flowed ſrom the _ - 
; torica 
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torical, as it is called, when taken in its full force. This is evident 
from the Apoſtle's noble chain of queſtions, which we meet with in 
the'roth of the Romans from the 13th to the 19th verſe: and it would 
be no unwarrantable ſtretch to ſay, that there cannot be a true and 
full hiſtorical faith, without producing ſomething of a ſaving faith, 
to be improved and carried up to the proper pitch by ſuch means 
of improvement as ſhall be neceſſary for that purpoſe. Believing 
ſimply that there was ſuch a perſon as Jeſus of Nazareth, is not 
doing juſtice to the term, hiſtorical faith, which, to come up to 
the Pal extent uſual in all ſuch caſes, muſt believe and take him 
with Philip (St. John i. 45). as deſcribed by © Moſes and the Prophets, 
(and I may now add, by the Evangeliſts), in what he was to be, to 
do, and to ſuffer, for mankind. And in this expanded view, I may 
refer it to every ſerious and unprejudiced perſon, whether he can 
hear and believe all theſe great things by even an hiſtorical faith, and 
not feel ſome emotion, not of ſimple aſſent only, but even of joyful 
acceptance. And may not this be the beginning or ſeed of ſavin 
faith? Be in this what will, it is ſtill incumbent on theſe gentle- 
men, who vaunt ſo much of the diſtinction between hiſtorical and 
ſaving faith, to tell us what they mean by ſaving faith. They will 
ſay, no doubt, they mean the faith by which the ſinner is juftified 
before God. This is coming to the point in ſo far, as juſtification 
© by faith” is certainly ſcripture doctrine, and as ſuch to be received 
by all Chriſtians. And here, not to enter into the metaphyſical ſub- 
tleties about ſola and ſolitaria, and ſuch like, upon this ſubject, it 
may be pertinently aſked to give a clear expoſition of that remarkable 
text, Gal. ii. 16. and to ſhew whether faith in Chriſt and the faith of 
Chriſt, ſpoken of there, have the ſame, or different, meanings. It 
is ſcarcely to be thought that this Apoſtle, who was ſuch a Maſter 
of language as well as of doctrine, would thus, in the ſame argument, 
vary his ſtile, without having ſome particular meaning under that 
variation, whether we can diſcover that meaning or not. Believing 
in Chriſt, we know, means the per/onal act of the believer. Conſe- 
quently the faith of Chriſt, which ver. 20. he calls the faith of the 
Son of God (and which may be the ſame with what St. Peter, Acts 
iii. 16. had termed the faith which is by him' in diſtinction, as it 
were, from the faith © in his name' in the firſt part of the verſe), 
ſhould, one would think, ſignify ſomething perſonal of Chriſt, as we 
would ſay, in the expreſſively peculiar turn of our language, Chriſt's 


faith. Certain it is that this character is in ſcripture attributed to 


Chriſt : the faithful high-prieſt, Heb. ii. 17. and compare 1 Sam. 
11. 35. The faithful witneſs, Rev. i. 5. The amen (the Hebrew 
root for faith), the faithful and true witneſs, Rev. iii. 14. (and 
compare St. John's ſtyle here with his peculiar ſtyle in his goſpel, 
Verily, verily, Amen, amen, I ſay unto you): Faithful 7 the great 
work he had undertaken: and faithful in executing all the precon- 
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certed branches of it. If ſo, we ſee what the baſis of our juſtifica- 
tion is, which the Apoſtle poſitively fixes on the faith of Chriſt, and 
that all the hand that our faith has in this buſineſs is to lay hold on, 
or to take hold of, the g privilege purchaſed by Chriſte 
faith to us. And this preſents to our examination another capital 
word in Chriſtian language, the word - juſtification,” which has 
been commonly explained by, and adapted to, the uſual forms of 
human courts of law, with what propriety or ſucceſs needs not be 
ſaid. The ſcripture-vocable, in both the ſacred originals, which are 
the beſt interpreters of one another, is rendered ſometimes juſti- 
© cation,” a word of Latin ſound, ſometimes by * righteouſneſs,” 
which is peculiar to our own dialect, and we cannot take a better 
method to come at the import of the Latin word, than by examin- 
ing the meaning of the correſponding Engliſh one. In order to 
which I would aſk, What is that righteouſneſs which * it became 
© Chriſt to fulfil,” St. Mat. iii. 15. and which is ſaid to be, and I 
verily believe is imputed to us? Under ſuch high approbation ſhall 
we yet bring it down to the low ſtandard of what Philoſophy would 
call virtue or moral reCtitude, like the Poet's * Integer vitz, ſcele- 
riſque purus, a good, honeſt, upright man? Yet this is the cur- 
rent acceptation we take it in when we meet with it in ſcripture, 
tho? there are ſome caſes in common uſe where we are forced to put 
a different meaning upon it. And it is this diminutive ſenſe that 
has given the great handle to the plauſible objection againſt the 
doctrine of imputation, as it is not eaſy to conceive, ſay the objec- 
tors, how one perſon's virtuous character can be aſſigned over to, 
and become the property of another. But the full ſenſe of the 
word filences this objeCtion : © righteouſnefs,” in the very ſound of 
it, appears derived from, and includes in its compoſition, the well 
known word right,“ as ſignifying claim, title, privilege, &c. It 
is ſo in both Greek and Latin, and our own language uſes it accord- 
ingly, without affixing the moral idea to it. Thus we ſay, a righ- 
teous cauſe, and more in point, a righteous heir, where many times 
in a moral ſenſe the expreſſion would not be ſuitable. How to ap- 
| ply this to Chriſt is no difficult matter with a ſcripture-key in our 

ands. He has, upon the footing of the office which in terms of 
the eternal covenant he has undertaken, acquired and obtained a 
right” to a kingdom, the mediatorial kingdom, a right founded upon 
a decree, Pſal. ii. 6, 7, (as our Bibles read it), a right which he 
himſelf proclaims, St. Mat. xxviii. 18. All power, (exoufia, right, 
authority) is given to me in heaven and in earth, (compare Rev. 
Xxii. 14.) and which he does and will exerciſe till the final conſum- 
mation of this ſyſtem, 1 Cor. xv. 24. This right, in virtue of his own 
ſolemn inveſtiture in it, he devolves, as can be legally done in all 
| Caſes of right, upon us, and ſo conſtitutes us heirs, righteous heirs 
in reverſion, heirs of the kingdom, St. James ii. 5. and tho' * 

| | | wit 
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with him, Rom. viii. 19. yet holding of him as our author (it is the 
. law-phraſe) and to be put in poſſeſſion of it by a judicial ſentence 
from him, St. Mat. xxv. 34. Theſe, and ſuch like deductions 
from ſcripture, the true magna charta, or great charter, of our 
© rights,” will ſhew what that righteouſneſs of Chriſt is, which thus 
can be, and in fact is, imputed to us, and will open up to us the 
beautiful meaning of the prophetic title, Jer. xxiii. 6. (adopted 
and enlarged upon by the Apoſtle, ; Cor. i. 30.) * Jehovah our righte- 
ouſneſs.“ And here let me digreſs a little, to reſcue this noble text 
of Jeremiah from the vile attempt of degrading it, on the ſcore of 
the ſame Prophet's ſaying . the ſame of Jeruſalem, chap. XXX111, 16. 
© this is the name whereby ſhe ſhall be called, Jehovah our righte - 
ouſneſs.” The handle here is taken, as indeed all ſuch attempts are, 
ſrom the Engliſh verſion, where yet the fallacy 1s viſible, from 
the name' appearing in Italics, as an addition to the text, 
which literally reads, this is what ſhall be called, proclaimed 10 
her', conſonant, we may believe, to the grand intent of the prophet's 
pointed application to the King, the righteous branch, in the verſe 
immediately preceding. I might likewiſe, as I am upon the ſubject 
of juſtification, offer a queſtion about the nature and quality of the 
* works' to which we find St. James attributing it. When works 
are in any way, or at any time, connected with juſtification, it is 
uſual to clothe them with the ſpecious epithet © good,* which, in 
the confined ſenſe of moral rectitude, it will not be an eaſy matter 
to adjuſt to the two inſtances which the Apoſtle adduces, of Abra- 
ham and Rahab: The one being a flagrant contradiction to the 
genuine feelings of paternal duty, and the other as flagrant a vio- 
lation, and that by a maniſeſt lie too, of that ſo much extolled vir- 
tue, the love of our country : Yet both of them meeting with 
a gracious acceptance, not ſurely upon account of any intrinſic 
goodneſs in themſelves, but becaufe flowing from the ſource of 
faith, the true principle of obedience, and thereby well-plealing to 
God. Which may help to ſhew the futility of that plauſible, and 
much cried up, diſtinction, that ſome things are commanded be- 
cauſe they are naturally good, and others are good becauſe they are 
Poſitively commanded : A diſtinction which might make a figure in 

a heathen ſyſtem of ethics, but which the Chriſtian has nothing to 
do with, and will pay no regard to, as he knows no real good in 
any thing of itſelf, but in obedience to what he believes to have been 
commanded. A due attention to theſe points which I have only 
hinted at, would go nearer to effect that ſtrange ſounding propoſal 
of reconciling the two Apoſtles, St. Paul and St. James, in the fun- 
damental article of juſtification, than any of the harmonizing. at- 
tempts which have hitherto appeared. | 
I am ſenſible that all this, whether juſt or not, may be thought 
little relative to, if not a total deviation from, the plan I ſet out 
with, of animadverting on the performance before me. But that 


writer's 
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writer's mentioning the decree of God in the way he invariably does, 
produced the firſt queſtion I have put; and in handling it there 
ſtarted up ſuch a ſemblance of connexion between it and what fol- 
lows, that I was gradually led from one inquiry to another, and the 
reſult of all may be taken as, at leaſt, offering a different view of 
things from that gentleman's Calviniſtic view, as he holds it out to 
us, with ſundry appearances of a ſuſpicious nature and dangerous 
tendency : ſome of which I ſhall now proceed to examine. In ſpeak- 
ing of the free-giſt, page 33. he views it very properly under three 
heads, the nature, the extent, and the duration of it. On the firſt and 

N third he is clear and full enough. But the ſecond he huddles up in a 
. few lines, and confines it to the ble//ings promiſed, Gen. xlix. 26. 
. and Rev. xxi. 7. without ſo much as hinting at the perſons, which, 
4 one ſhould think, the very ſound of the word extent,“ as implying 
= © to whom,” as well as © of what,“ would have brought under confider- + 
ation, to have completed rhe deſcription. If not deſign, there is 
certainly defe& here, but ſufficiently indicating his real ſentiments. 
For we find him always foiſting in the word © many” into this appli- 
cation, whether his text countenanced him in it, or not: Conſon- 
3 ant indeed, tho' not with the ſame bare-faced boldneſs, to what our 
5 countryman, Mr Robert Baily, one of the Scotch Delegates to the 
ml .. Weſtminſter-Afſembly, ſaid in a fermon before the Engliſh houſe of 
Commons, where quoting our Saviour's prayer for his enemies, he 
4 thus cramps our Lord's charity, , Father, forgive them (ſaith Chriſt of 
1 many of his crucifiers); an expreſſion of bad aſpect in both, when 
they cannot but remember the famous text they boaſt ſo much of, 
© many are called, but few choſen.” But whatever freedoms a Scotch 
Covenanter might have uſed with his unſcriptural limitation, it 
comes but aukwardly from a Divine of the church of England, 
which neither requires nor homologates ſuch limitation. Her ar- 
ticles, even the 17th, do not expreſsly teach it. Her prayers and 
collects all bend the other way: And her motherly inſtructions to 
her young members impreſs their tender minds with the comfortable 
belief that God the Son hath redeemed me, and all mankind.* It 
is in vain to attempt to quibble away the force of that extenſion, 
which nothing but the moſt ungrammatical and illogical perverſion of 
language would have ever thought of: And there cannot be a deep- 
4 er affront offered to the church of England, than to imagine ſuch 
- an attempt. Univerſal redemption therefore, however hateful to, 
4 and deſtructive of the Calviniſtic view, is the avowed doctrine of 
the church of England, founded upon and drawn from ſcripture, 
even from the ſacred writer himſelf, whom that view chiefly glories 
in, as is evident, among other paſſages, from that one which Mr W. 
has made the text of his 4th ſermon, Rom. v. 15. Where to give 
1 full force to the argument, which no man was better qualified to 
0 do than St. Paul, either as a reaſoner or an Apoſtle, the many in 
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both branches of the parallel muſt undeniably have the ſame mean- 
ing. And I ſhall refer it to every reader, whether the long extract 
we have from Mr W. 's ſermon on this text from page 25. to page 
36. has done juſtice to the argumentation. In the firſt part indeed 
about the © offences he is honeſt enough, becauſe that did not affect 
his favourite point, and there he gives to the © many its due ex- 
tenſion : For when, page 26. he had repeated the words, By the 
© offence of one, many are made ſinners, he immediately adds, 
© hence every man (i. e. all men), is accounted, guilty,” &c. But when 
he comes to the 2d part about the free-gift, the prejudice immediately 
breaks out. For thus he begins, page 27. Such is the offence, in 
© which God might juſtly leave all mankind, but he has graciouſly 
© promiſed to many the free- gift, &c. and then Jaunches out into a 
long panegyric upon the ſinleſs, unſpotted character of Jeſus Chriſt, 
without coming near the Apoſtle's concluſion all the while. 
Is this fair either to the Apoſtle's language or his argument? It 
was not the perſonal character of either Adam or Chriſt that the 
Apoſtle had in his eye: It was what I may call the cia character 
of both that he was ſtating, of Adam as the ruiner, of Chriſt as the 
deliverer, and his words extend the deliverance as far, every man- 
ner of way, as they do the ruin: If Mr W. will be limiting the de- 
liverance, let him limit the ruin alſo, and ſtand to the conſequence. 
But this is not the only obnoxious inſtance in his way of managing 
this ſubject, where the word many' might ſeem to offer ſome fort 
of handle for it. There is another not ſo obvious indeed, but equal- 
ly cenſurable, and to which I ſhall give no name. He knew there 
were many texts on this ſubject in both parts of ſcripture, which 
uſe the word all' to the ſame purpoſe that his text, on which he 
has been ſo full, does the word © many.“ One in- particular there is 
which could not eſcape his eye, being almoſt next neighbour to that 
text, the 18th verſe, Therefore? (in deduction from what went 
© before), as by the offence of one, judgment came upon * al men” 
to condemnation, even ſo, by the righteouſneſs of one, the free- 
gift came upon * all men” unto juſtification of life? Where 
it is obſervable, that our tranſlators, by their Italic ſupplement of 
what had been mentioned before, looked upon this verſe as belong- 
ing to, and an explanatory continuation of, the argument. Yet no 
notice has been taken of it by Mr W. which is a ſtrong preſump- 
tion that he ſaw where it would pinch : Tho' had he taken notice 
of it, we have a ſpecimen how he would have uſed it, from what 
we find of him, in page 48. where having quoted another ſtrong text 
on, the © univerſal ſide, God bath concluded them all in unbelief, 
that he might have mercy upon all, he has this exclamation, © What 
* a glorious plan of infinite wiſdom, in which all Iſrael, the whole 
election of grace, ſball be ſaved, in a way of ſovereign mercy !' 
cramping the Apoſtle's words, Rom. xi. 26. and 32. and putting his 


Oben 
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ewn additional ſenſe on them. This is the uſual and indeed the 
only poſſible way of getting over the viſible force of theſe texts, by 
making the a, in ſuch declatations to fignify © /ome of all kindreds, 
nations, languages, &c. or as the Miſſionary-Touriſts expreſs them- 
ſelves, page 97. (with what meaning I ſhall not ſay), God, who 
© will have all men, all claſſes and denominations of men, to be ſaved.” 
How juſt this evaſion 1s to the ſcripture-language, eſpecially to the 
Apoſtle's text, which I have produced, where it is Neeb he 
inſerts the word © men, all men, in both branches, which he never 
does when he uſes the word © many,” or how agreeable to the gene- 
ral ſenſe of mankind, may be ſubmitted to any one who attends to 
the propriety of language, and has no by-end to ſerve by departing 
from it. Were I to bequeath a legacy to * all the people of the Pariſh, 
I do not ſee what depth of chicanery could bear my truſtees out in 
confining it to a few' of all clafles and denominations, Farmers, 
Labourers, Artificers, Manufacturers, &c. and excluding the reſt 
from the benefit of it, at the riſk too of making them miſerable with- 
our it. 

I know what theſe people have to ſay in ſupport of their reftr1ing 
ſcheme, and what it is that they build their only objection againſt 
the belief of univerſal redemption upon. The objection is this, If 
Chrift died for all men (which ſome of that tribe are hardy enough 
to call a damnable doctrine, while theirs may as pertinently be called 
a damning one), in that caſe, ſay they, whence and how comes it 
that all are not actually ſaved by it? To this plauſible objection it 
may be anſwered, that it goes upon a double miſtake. 1. In not 
diſtinguiſhing the ſcripture uſage of the word * fave? or * falvation” 
in two ſenſes, either as putting us into the way to it, or in the ac- 
rual poſſeſſion of it, according as the context points out the defign of 
the writer, inſtances of which are ſo obvious that they need not be 
mentioned: And 2. In not diſtinguiſhing properly between redemp- 
tion and ſalvation, but jumbling them both together, and then 
arguing that, if the one be univerſal, the other muſt be ſo too: 
Which is neither a neceſſary, nor a fair inference, as can be ſhewn 
both in reaſon and fact. A King's ſon. for inſtance, with conſent 

of his Father, may at a high price, and with much condeſcenſion of 
nature and trouble of perſon, redeem a number of miſerable wretch- 
es out of bitter captivity, may bring them back to their own coun- 
try, and put them into a way of living happily and comfortably all 
their days, under ſuch laws and regulations as his goodneſs inclined 
him, and his redeeming them, certainly entitled him to appoint 
for them (ſee Tit. ii. 14.) And yet after all, is it not ſuppoſable 
at leaſt, that ſome of theſe redeemed ones might, by a continued 
irregularity of behaviour, provoke the zuftice of their merciful Re- 
deemer's laws, and thereby bring themſelves to an unhappy end, 


not from any defect in the ranſom, or partiality in the ran- 


{ 0 1 
ſomer, but entirely owing to their own unworthy demeanour ? 
This ſimile, ſo appoſite in all its parts, has been realized in fact. 
The deliverance of the [fraclites out of Egypt has been called a 
redemption, Exod. vi. 6. Deut. vii. 8. &c. and has been thought 
not only analogous to, but likewiſe typifying of, the great redemp= 
tion wrought by the death of Chriſt, upon the footing of the 


Apoltle's application, 1 Cor. x. 1—13. Where, after telling thoſe he 


wrote to, that all our fathers were baptized unto Moſes in the cloud 
and in the fea, and did all eat the ſame ſpiritual meat, and did 
© all drink the ſame ſpiritual drink; for they drank of that ſpiritual 


rock that followed them, and that rock was Chriſt, he immediately 


adds, but with many of them God was not pleaſed, for they were 
< overthrown in the wilderneſs.” Now here is an exact parallel to 
the caſe before us: Here is univerſal redemption, and but par- 
tial ſalvation, the cauſes of which are ſpecified, ver. 7, 8, 9, io. 
And to bring all home to our Chriſtian caſe, the Apoſtle twice, 
ver. 6. 17. calls theſe things types' to us, and ſays, they were 
© written for our admonition,” in this particular point among ma 


others, Let him that thinketh he /andeth, take heed leſt he fall, 


ver. 12. Can any one defire a <learer illuſtration of the ſubject in 
hand, or with for a more ſatisfying ſolution of this difficulty ſo art- 
fully raiſed about univerſal redemption, than the draught which the 
Apoſtle has here laid before us? But the misfortune is, that a pre- 
vailing attachment to ſyſtems of modern compoſition, has brought on, 


I'fhall not ſay a total rejection, but at leaſt a ſtrange forgetfulneſs 


of the ſcripture- ſyſtem of Chriſtianity, which yet all join in acknow- 
ledging to be the true one. Certain it is that ſcripture declares 
Chriftiamty to be a great myſtery,” founded in general on the 


myſterious doctrine of a © Trinity of Perſons (Aleim) in one Jehovah,” 


and in particular on * God (one of theſe Perſons) manifeſted in fleſh,” 
and fo become Chriſt,” from whom this myſterious ſyſtem has re- 
ceived its ſacred appellation, Acts xi. 26. It declares further that the 
ſalvation of man is a preconcerted ſcheme of love and mercy, Tit. i. 
2. by the eternal covenant in and of Jehovah, not «vith, but for 
man, and it expreſſes, in terms ſufficiently adequate to our weak 
Capacities, the ſeveral parts which the three great Ones, and Man 
too, as the happy jet of all, have to act in this bleſſed ſcheme : 
As is Tompendioufly delineated by a venerable Father of the pri- 
mitive church, good old Trenzus of Lyons. The Spirit operating, 
the Son adminiſtring, the Father approving, MAN confummating, 
* unto ſalvation,” book 4. chap. 37. and again, The Father well 
* pleaſed, the Son adminiftring and forming, the Spirit nourithing 
and 4ncreafing, Man himſelf gradually profiting and attaining to- 
* wards perfection,“ chap. 75. This is the ſcripture repreſentation of 


this beautiful plan. But do we always adhere to it? I am afraid 


not, We have adopted a way - ſpeaking, whatever our inward 
| ſen. 
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timents may be, in our religious diſquiſitions, as if we were either 
afraid or aſhamed to profeſs too much of the diſcriminating tenets of 
Chriſtianity. And I cannot explain better what I mean by this re- 
mark, than in the- words of a celebrated divine of the church of 
England, the late Dr. Waterland, in his © Importance of the doc- 
trine of the Trinity, page 64. I believe I might appeal to the con- 
« ſcience of theſe gentlemen, whether their gratitude to Chriſt for 
© what he has done and ſuffered for us, be not in a manner loſt and 
« ſwallowed up in their regards to the Father for commanding and 
© accepting it, and whether the notion of the grace of the Holy 


© Spirit be not abſorbed in the thought of the ſuperiar aſſiſtance of 


© God.” | | Wir? | 
This appeal from ſuch a quarter I ſhall refer to the perſon I am 


engaged with, who will judge whether, and how far it is applicable 
to his Calviniſtic view, eſpecially in that grand peculiarity of it 
no under conſideration, and of which he gives us a particular il- 
luſtration, page 36—41. from a text which, one ſhould. think, 


would require no little ſtrength to force into the hard work it is 


produced for, Rom. tx. 16. So then it is not of him that willeth, 


nor of him that runneth, but of God who ſheweth mercy.'— 


'To this declaration we cordially and chearfully ſubſcribe. But 


while we diſclaim our cn willing or running from being the ground 


work of ſalvation, which we place entirely upon the mercy of God, 


we can and do attribute our deſtruction, not to an eternal decree in 


him, but to our own got willing and running, as our Saviour expoſ- 


tulates with his old people, How oft «vould I have gathered thy 
© children together, as a hen gathereth her chickens under her wings, 


© and ye would no?” St. Mat. xxiii. 37. and as the Apoſtles tell the 


Jews when they were not willing to receive the goſpel, Acts xiii. 


45. © Seeing ye put it from you, and judge yourſelves unworthy of 


eternal life, &c. See alſo Hoſea xiii. 9. Upon this acknowledge- 


ment, and in the ſtedfaſt belief that God worketh in us to will as 


well as to do, we delight in that prayer which Mr W. cannot but 
be acquainted with, * Stir up, we beſeech thee, O Lord, the wills of 
thy faithful people, &c. However from this merciful text he brings 
in two inſtances of a contrary aſpect, the two trite inſtances of Eſau 
and Pharoah, which have been ſo often agitated, and taken off 
from his ſenſe of them, that as all he ſays is but a needleſs repetition 
of former miſapplication, ſo it would be needleſs to be repeating for- 


mer confutation. The caſe of Eſau is certainly much miſtaken. 


Theſe Calviniſtic viewers all join in throwing him into the liſt of 
reprobates, like our covenanters in Charles the iſt's time with their 
black liſt of incendiaries, ſome of whom were among the beſt men in 
the kingdom. I do not mean to aſcribe this character to Eſau : 
All I mean is, that there is no more ground for the one cruelty than 


for the other, The antecedent preference given to his * 
er, 


l 
ther, which is principally founded upon, has been ſhewn to have no 
view: to his future, eternal ſtate : And tho' St. Paul ſays, Heb. x11. 
17. that he could not find repentance, though he ſought it with 
tears,” which they make a mark of reprobation, yet Moſes tells us it 
was his Father's repentance that he ſought, and St. Paul had expreſ- 
ly ſaid before, chap. xi. 20. that Iſaac bleſſed him as well as Jacob 


concerning things to come by faith, which it would be harth to 


apply to a reprobate. As for Pharoah, his affair is manifeſtly ſin- 
gular, and has nothing in it to ſqueeze a general rule or parallel out 
of, as Mr W. does, page 39. where he ſays of the reprobates, that 


© whether they refuſe or conſent, they cannot ſincerely will any act 
© of obedience, but at length, like Pharoah after much reſiſt- 


© ance and irreſolution, miſerably periſh.” For not to inſiſt on 
the common way of explaining what is ſaid of © the Lord harden- 
* ening Pharoah's heart,“ into a bare permiſſion, even allowing 
Mr W. all that he can make of Pharoah out of Moſes, and beyond 
that he ought not to go, what does it amount to? God made a 
King of Egypt on purpoſe to drown him in the Red Sea: Therefore 
© he has made millions of Chriſtians on purpoſe to damn them in the 
© pit of eternal deſtruction.“ Is this agreeable either to logic, or 
ſcripture ? The fallacy is palpable, not to ſay worſe of it, and as 
ſuch I leave it : Only repeating the warning given by the church of 
England of a dangerous down-falP incident to curious, as well as 
carnal, perſons from © continually* poring upon this doctrine. Time 
was when ſhe felt the effects of neglecting this caution by a ſet of 
undutiful ſons, claiming the privilege of © preaching the ſweet, ſav- 
© ing dottrine of God's free-grace in election,“ which they called, 
© declaring the whole counſel of God, and which, under the 
protection of the lower houſe of Parliament, they boldly perſiſt- 
ed in, till in end they brought both upon their mother and their King 
that woeful ry mt bra which ſhe ſolemnly laments to this day. 
Avertat omen Deus! 4-4 | | 
Another great ſupport of our author's ſyſtem we find in his 7th 
extract, from page 41. to page 49. on Rom. xi. 5. At this preſent 
© time there is a remnant according to the election of grace: Where 
we have a long detail of the many prophecies concerning this remnant, 
all which he would be accommodating to his own view. And here 
too he confounds himſelf : For in quoting, Ifa. xi. 11. It ſhall come 
© to paſs in that day, that the Lord ſhall ſet his hand the ee time 
© to recover the remnant of his people,“ &c. he gives us this explica- 
tion in a parentheſis, '* After the Babyloniſh captivity was once, or 
© the firſt time, after the preſent grand diſperſion will be the /econd 
time, which, tho” truth extorted it from him, entirely defeats his 
deſign. For on his plan of what he calls a remnant of ele& Jews, 
the remnant ſo often ſpoken of by the Prophets, and in their ſenſe b 
the Apoſtle, would be only a remnant of a remnant. And then 
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„ 
what will he make of the fulugſi of the Gentiles, Rom. xi. 25. 
taken notice of by himſelf, concerning which there are ſo many pro- 
phecies, and upon which the Apoitle is as copious as upon the 
remnant of the Jews. In ſuch contuſion and ſelf-contradiction does 
this particulz:1zing ſcheme involve its abettors, contrary to the ma- 
nifeſt intent of the prophecies, which all refer to, and declare, the 
outward enjoyment of the golpel, leaving the inward effects of that 
bleſhng to the determination of * the judge of all the earth, who 
will certainly do right, Gen. xviii. 25. Much ſtreſs is laid too on 
the © ſealing” ſpoken of, Rev. vii. 3—8. and by a marginal note in 
our Bibles alluding to Ezek. ix. 4. which Mr W. takes hold of to 


his purpoſe, but has not ſpecihed when the Prophet's mark or the 


Apocalypt's feal were affixed, whether in eternity or in tim: Nor does 
he mention what the Apocalypt's enumeration amounted. toy but only 
calls it, in conformity to his own notions, page 45. of all the Jew- 
© 1th tribes a certain number, which St John fixes at 144,000 : Too 
{mall a number, one-ſhould think, to quadrate with even this r rictiug 
hypotheſis, and conſequently fixed with ſome other view than that 
hypotheſis forms, which, conſidering the acknowledged myſteriouſ- 
neſs of both theſe inſpired writers, between whom there 1s a ſtriking 
analogy in many particulars (compare Ezek. i. 10. and x. 20 with 
Rev. iv. 6. 8. and Ezek. xIvii. 6. 13. with Rev, xxii. 1. 2. &c.) 
it is no wonder that as yet we are not able te diſcover. We know 
St. Paul ſpeaks much of * ſealing” as in 2 Cox. i. 22. Eph. iv. 30. and 
in Eph. i. 13. ſeems, at leaſt, to thwart Mr W's view, in w 
after that ye believed, ye were ſealed with that Holy Spirit of promiſe.” 
Upon all which texts the primitive Fathers, no bad expoſitors of 
Apoſtolic doctrine: and practice, have grounded an explication and 
application of this feahng, which the church of England has adopt- 
ed into her obſervance by appointing a ſet oſſice for it, as this late 
Engliſh Curate ſurely knows, whatever regard he may be inclined 
to pay to it. Thus in theſe few remarks I have all-along argued 
principally from /cripture, and have' made httle or no uſe of what 
aſſiſtance might have been afforded by reaſoning from any ill-looking 
conſequences attending this dark and diſputable dottrine, as I doubt 
not but its ab-trors would deny theſe conſequences, ſuch as charg- 
ing a merciful God with cruelty, making a holy God the author of 
fin, and the like, and it might be thought unfair to burden a party 
with concluſions which they openly diſavow, however natural and 
even neceſſary ſuch concluſions may appear to others. If a doctrine 
be clearly declared in and by ſcripture, all human reaſoning againſt 
it is vain, and the only buſineſs of reaſoning is to examine whether 
it be ſo, or not. | | | 
But I have not yet fully done with the work before me. For 
after tue author's Sen extracts from his ſermons in favour of his 


partial election, in which we find a number of texts of * 
ome 
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ſome of them little relative to his ſubject, and ſuch as are, ſo diſtorted 
out of their plain meaning, we have other two extracts or inferences of 
the practical kind, which tho' extremely proper and in general toler- 
ably well expreſſed, yet after what goes before may be juſtly deemed. 
ſuperfluous, and only deduced as it were for ornament's ſake to deco- 


rate the reſt, and ſet them off to advantage Yet even here there occun 
ſome things which I think cannot well be juſtified, and ſeem conducive 


to no good purpoſe. Thus page 57. Mr W. takes occafion to give us 4 


deſcription of Bigotry, a word, as times go, of bad ſound, but 
which wherever he deſigns to fix it, will by many be ſuppoſed as ap- 
plicable to himſelf and thoſe of his party as to others. But let 
us hear his account of what he calls bigotry. Bigotry, he fays, - 
© page 58. has deviſed means that thoſe who have one Lord, one 
© faith, one ſpiritual baptiſm, may not, worſhip together, nor umtedly 
© ſpread the goſpei.” Here I may juſtly find fault with his foiſting 
in the word * ſpiritual into a paſſage which, by his inverted. com- 


* mas, he produces as a text of ſcripture. He had quoted it before, 


page 5. without this addition, as his ſubject there did not requie it, 
which here it ſeems it did, tho? he has not-told us. what he means by 
it. But we may gather ſomething of his meaning from what follows. 
The believer, he ſays, does every thing to the Lord. If he regards 
© particular days, he. does it to the Lord, and if he does. not regard 
them, to the Lord he does not regard them: It he brings his infant 
© child to baptiſm, he does it to the, Lord, and if not, to the Lord he 
does it not. Where then is the difference? Are we not all ane in 
© Chrifl Jeſus? This is ſurely flying from bigotry with a witneſs. 
But his concluding queſtion, which by his inverted commas, here 
again he brings before us as a text, rather confutes than confirms 
his application. St. Paul had told us, Gal. ii. 27. As many as 
have been baptized into Chriſt, have put on Chriſt,” and then adds, 
ver. 28. © Ye are all one in Chriſt Jeſus:“ Indicating, one ſhould 
think, that we are ſo by baptiſm, in the inſtituted ſenſe of the word, 
which I do not heſitate to ſay, it is too bold in Mr W. to cramp 
with his ſpiritual addition, For I would aſk, How or when this ſpi- 
ritual baptiſm, whatever he means by it,.is obtained? With or 
without the <vazer We find our Saviour joining the water and the ſpi- 


rit together in the great buſineſs of regeneration, St John iii. 5. and 


there appears no imall riſk in ſeparating what ſuch authority has 
thus joined together. We read indeed ot a baptiſm with the Holy 


Ghoſt,” which if Mr W. will be calling a fpiritual baptiſm, let him 


take along with him, that even this is accompanied with an element, 
the element of fire, St. Mat. ili. 1. and give us his Explication ac- 
cordingly. Sure we are that in all the fcripture-inſtances of baptiſm 
it was always conferred or adminiſtered by the application of zva r 
in ſome form or other. St. Mat. iii. 16. Acts viii. 26. &c. The ſpi- 
ritual eds of water-baptiſm we can have ſome idea of: But 15 
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ritual —＋ 4 is an expreſſion which we have no eonception of, nor 
warrant for. Indeed I am at a loſs how to take up our author's in- 
tention here, in bringing baptiſm at all into his deſcription of bigot- 
ry, as if it were bigotry to lay any ſtreſs upon that inſtitution: A 
concluſion which however apparent, I would not wiſh to charge 
directly upon him, tho' I cannot help thinking that the claſs in 
which he ranks infant-baptiſm gives too much of a handle for it. 
The parallel inſtance to which he joins infant-baptiſm, he had bor- 
rowed from Rom. xiv. 6. where the Apoſtle mentions another par- 
ticular about © eating or not eating,” and propoſes them both as 
things indifferent, equally acceptable either way, if flowing from a 
proper motive, with this neceſſary caution, ver. 15. © Deſtroy not 
him with thy meat for whom Chriſt died? A ſuppoſition, from the 
1 of a St. Paul, of a poſſibility that one for whom Chriſt died may 

deſtroyed. It is plain therefore, from the manner in which our 
author introduces it, that he makes infant-baptiſm at beſt but a 
thing indifferent, which tho? not direct Anabaptiſm, which expreſsly 
condemns it as wrong, yet paves the way too much ſor it. I do not 


_ intend a formal defence of infant-baptiſm, which has ſcripture, an- 


tiquity, and almoſt univerſal practice on its fide : I only ſay that the 
benefits of it, as deſcribed by the church of England in her cateche- 
tical inſtructions, repreſent it as ſomething more than indifferent, 
ſomething, where it can be had, even neceſſary. Will it be thought 
a matter of indifference by any ſerious parent, whether his child be 
a member of Chriſt, ornot ? And if he looks upon this as a matter 
of moment, will he not think, the ſooner it is done the better ? It 
15 needleſs to puſh this argument further, or to expoſe all the abſur- 
dities of this debaſing compariſon. For our author, with his Cal- 
viniſtic view before him, would be taught to ſee this affair in ano- 
ther light, it being the expreſs doctrine of Beza, the great embel- 
liſher of that view, that *all infants are not regenerated in baptiſm, 
© but only thoſe whom God has predeſtined to eternal life :* So that 


infant-baptiſm may in that caſe be deemed a thing indifferent, being 


of no ſigniſication to the reprobate claſs of infants, nor to the ele 
claſs neceſſary, as the eternal decree can do the buſineſs without it. 
But be in this what may, it is not eaſy to find out what connexion 
either ſpiritual or infant-baptiſm had with the author's complaint 
againſt bigotry, for deviſing means to prevent people from“ united- 
© ly ſpreading the goſpel.” To ſpread or preach the goſpel has indeed 
of late years become a favourite topic with a certain claſs of peo- 
ple, who would fain have it believed, that without them, there 
would be no more goſpel in Britain than among the wildeſt Indians. 
Jo propagate this idea ſeems to be the great deſign of that Miſ- 
ſionary ſcheme, which is now ſo much extolled among thoſe who 


are fond of ſuch novelties, eſpecially when introduced and ſupported 
with a degree of zeal and fervour, that can hardly fail to obtain 


popularity, 


popularity, and make the object of this boaſted miſſion be received 
as goſpel from ſuch laborious and powerful preachers. All this pro- 
ceeds from thoſe miſtaken notions which now prevail reſpecting the 
original commiſhon given to our Lord's Apoſtles, and from the pe- 
- . culiar ſtreſs which is too commonly laid on what is vaguely denomi- 
nated * preaching the goſpel,” as if that comprehended the whole 
of the © miniſterial' office. The word * goſpe” as applied in ſcripture, 
properly ſignifies good news,” the glad tidings of ſalvation (Iſa. lit. 
7.) to a benighted world, which they could know nothing of, till 
they heard it, and how could they hear without a preacher ? The 

- firſt commiſſioned publiſhers therefore of this good news' might juſtly 
be called preachers of the goſpel, becaufe they were, what the origi- 
nal word for preacher properly ſignifies, the royal Heralds who firſt 
proclaimed the King's gracious pardon to rebellious mankind. But 
now in thoſe happy lands to which the ſound of this original pro- 
clamation has reached, all they have to do, who are regularly ſent 
as miniſters of Chriſt, is to put people in mind of the gracious par- 
don which he has purchaſed for them, to explain the terms and 
conditions on which it is held out to them, and as © Stewards of the 
© myſteries of God,” to adminiſter thoſe inſtituted means of grace, 
by which mankind may be enabled to enjoy the benefits of this mer- 
ciful diſpenſation. All this ſhould be carefully attended to in every 
thing connected with the great buſineſs of the goſpel, and it were 
well if theſe zealous ſelf-conſtituted * preachers of it, would tell us 
what they mean by the go/pe/, becauſe St. Paul ſuppoſes (Gal. i. 8, 
9.) that another or djfferent goſpel from what he delivered, may 
be preached, and to which, though coming from an angel, he affixes 
a dreadful cenſure. I am led into this obſervation from what our 
Miſſionary preachers tell us in their tour above-mentioned (page 15.), 
that the goſpel of Jeſus is almoſt unknown in many parts of the 
© country, and little better than heathen morality ſubſtituted for the 
© dotrines of Chriſt,” a charge, which whatever might have been their 
inclination, they certainly had not time nor opportunity to make 
good. I am as much againſt what is no better than © heathen mora- 
lity' as any miſhonary can pretend to be. Bur is there not a goſpel 
morality ? And has not Jeſus iſſued out commandments for his mini- 
ſters to teach, as well as doctrines for them to preach ? And what are 
theſe doctrines ſo much, and ſo vauntingly in theſe people's mouths ? 
Is the doctrine of the author now before me, the only doctrine, or 
1 may ſay, any doctrine at all of Jeſus ? We find Jeſus himſelf tel- 
ling us, St. Luke xix. 10. that he came to ſeek and to ſave that 
which was 4%. Were the elect loſt? Or was he ſent to reprobates ? 
Theſe jarring appearances need reconciliation, and it lies upon the ad- 
mirers of the Calviniſtic view to attempt it. Even allowing our author 
what he would be aiming at, is that really the geſbel, on account 
of which he exclaims againſt bigotry for deviſing means to prevent 
tne 


| 1 
the wriited ſprrading of it? Whatever he means by this deſcription of 
igotry, there is a good deal of felf-conceit 2 ſince by 3 
- the bigotry of others the only hindrance of this defirable union, he 
ſeems to forget that fomethmg like bigotry in himſelf may tend as 
much to prevent it. But this is now the faſhionable mode of ſpeak- 
ing. We have lately lighted on a fine-founding ſomething by way 
of oppoſite to, and antidote againſt, the ugly thing bigotry, and we 
have adorned the phantom with the gandy title of liberal ſentiment,” 
to which every: other principle muſt yield. And wherein or how 
does this airy Tomething dilplay its beauties? Why indeed, by all 
that I have heard or read of her, in requiring bigotry to come in 
all at once to her, without her making the leaſt advance towards the 
meeting. Such is the cafe here: Our author has marked ſome things 
with the ſtamp of bigotry, and which he knew the bigots would not 
part with. He therefore boldly declares war againft her, and calls 
upon his auxiharies, page 58. © Brethren, let us break her bands aſun- 
< der, and caft away her cords from us.“ What brethren means 
He ? Not the bigors to be ſure: But Anabaptiſts, Latitudinarians, 
Independents, Lay-preachers, men of liberal ſentiments, &c. Let 
all Join with Mr W. late Curate of Carleton, &c. in unitedly fpread- 
ing the goſpel! We know his defign in all this: But he might have 
remembered when, and againſt whom, thoſe very words which he 
quotes, had been uſed before, Pſal. ii. 2, 3. And if there be no 
bigotry where his © zp/e dixi' would be fixing it, he ſhould be aware 
of what follows in the 4th verſe. But that is his concern, not mine, 
and let him look to it. It is an unlucky quotation, at beſt. 
It is not much worth the while to take notice of his encomiums 
upon his three Carteton- ſamts, one of whom he calls this bleed 
© woman, to whom I have been indebted as the principal means of 
© my coming to labour amongſt you, and almoſt as ſoon as ſhe de- 
© parted T was forced to leave you.” All he ſays of them may be 
true: But what does it ſignify in the main, or where is the peculi- 
arity of it? Tt would be a fad congregation of reprobates indeed, 
that in the courſe of 5 or 6 years could not furaiſh three dying mem- 
bers with all the devont expreſſions which, as marks of election, he 
puts into theſe people's mouths: And it ſhall be left with him 
who alone is able to judge the Herr. Some people have the knack 
of canonization without the tedious parade of Papal formality. 
Hugh Peters of infamous memory found, upon ftri& ſcrutiny, 
five thouſand ſaints in Cromwell's rebel army, no leſs holy 
than thoſe who were converſing with God Almghty in heaven.” 
I am aware how theſe remarks may be received by our author 
and his friends, if they ſhould deign to look at them, from the ſpe- 
cimen he has given ns in his addreſs to the oppoſers of his Carle- 
ton- miniſtry, page 61. Where, beſides the wipe given them which 
I have already noticed, and further * entreating them not to * 
| like 
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* ke thoſe who are contentious, and do not obey the truth, but 
* obey unrighteouſneſs, he tells thein, God's election, is an im- 
© moveable rock, againſt which you cannot prevail, but may be 
* ſhipwrecked and loſt.” This is aſſerting indeed, but it is not prov- 
ing: it is the exiſtence, not the nature, of this rock, which 1s the 
point in debate. We read of two different rocks, and a preference 
iven, Deut. xxxii. 31. Their rock is not as our rock, our enemies 
bios judges.” We Lovs a rock to flee to, the rock of our ſalvation, 
Deut. xxxii. 15. The great rock in a weary land, Iſa. xxxii. 2. The 
ſpiritual rock that refreſhed God's people in the wilderneſs, 1 Cor. x. 
4. * And that rock is Chriſt, the ſame yeſterday, to day, and for 
ever, Heb. xiii. 8. This we believe to be the rock, indeed the only 
rock upon which he has promiſed to build his church, St. Mat. xvi. 
18. And while we rejoice in being a part, ſmall indeed, but till a 
art, of that church ſo built (a privilege which, fundamental tho? it 
BY the performance under conſideration, conſiſtently enough indeed, 
takes little or no notice of), we think ourſelves as ſafe in having 
our ſpiritual treaſures depoſited in the impregnable fortreſs of this 
rock, which we have ſuch clear and certain aſſurance of, as Mr W. 
and his friends can be in the dark and uncertain rock of their own 
erection, which, to adhere to this writer's own language, there is 
as much riſk of being ſhipwrecked upon as againſt. Whether what 
I have thus offered may be reckoned * oppoſing his miniſtry,' which 
he ſtigmatizes ſo much, is not material, as there is no blame to be 
attached to it, tho' it were. Perhaps his own example may be 
thought, in appearance at leaſt, ſomewhat in oppoſition to the mi- 
niſtry of his predeceſſor in office; and there is no fault in the thing 
itſelf, abſtracting from concomitant circumſtances. A Clergyman's 
miniſtry may be oppoſed upon very ſolid grounds, and for very ſuf- 
ficient reaſons. There was a Judas 3 the Apoſtles: and there 
may falſe prophets come to people, who, tho' outwardly diſguiſed in 
© ſheep's cloathing, may inwardly be ravening wolves.” There is a 
Public, Wee 8 to try the miniſtry' by, in every par- 
ticular branch of it. This en Mr W. knows as well as I: 
And he knows too, that it is only according as any miniſtry anſwers 
this touchſtone when brought to it, that it may expect approbation, 

where approbation is worth the expecting. : 
But that I may part with this neu neighbour in ſome ſort of friend- 
ly manner, I have to own tc him, that there is one thing in his per- 
ormance which pleaſes me much, where in page 3. and 4. he acknow- 
ledges that moſt of his former pariſhioners were poor people, but that 
notwithſtanding, © he highly reſpects and ſincerely loves them for the 
Lord's ſake.” This I cordially approve of, as quite characteriſtic 
of the miniſtry, and agreeable to the ſeptiments of our blefſed Lord 
himſelf, St. Mat. xi. 5, 6. And I take hold of it from Mr W.'s pen 
as 2 proper checł to ſome of his abettors, who have thought fit to 
| e upbraid 
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upbraid the ſmall handful, who from conſcientious motives have not 
acceded to his miniſtry, with their low condition of life, and to hold 
them up to contempt, in ſuch mean abuſive language, as I do not 
chooſe to repeat. It is to be hoped that what is now publiſhed of 
their preacher's ſentiments on this head will put a ſtop to ſuch 
ſupercilieus and unavailing behaviour, and that he himſelf will look 


upon that ſmall handful, if not with an eye of reſpect, which 


perhaps is hardly to be looked for, at leaſt with an eye of candour 


and compaſſion which they have a right to expect. His profeſſions 


lead him to allow che plea of conſcience, whether that conſcience 
be miſtaken or not, to others, as well as to claim it to himſelf and 


his friends: And he cannot hut know, from the time he has been 


in this, corner, that there are reaſons of various kinds which theſe 
poor people can produce for their not joining him,. and which ſome 
of thoſe who have joined him ſeem to be fluctuating between 
the force of, on the one hand, and the weight of threatning influence 
on the other: reaſons, I ſay, which though I am not to enter upon 
at preſent, are in themſelves, and have been ſhewn to be, ſuch as 


deſerve ſerious examination, as long, at leaſt, as the apoſtolic admo- 


nition continues in force, St. Jude 3. © to contend earneſtly for 


\ © the faith once delivered to the ſaints.” In reſpect to which admo- 


nition the firſt queſtion will be, what that faith is? and it is hoped, 
out of regard to St. Jude's authority, that contending for it by ad- 
hering to it, when found, will not be blackened with the calumnious 
and unmeaning nickname of bigotry. | 

And now I take leave of this plain account of converſion,” aſſur- 
ing. the author that, whatever opinion I may have of his general mi- 
niſtry or particular doctrines, I have all Chriſtian charity for his 
perſon, and ſhall be ſorry, if it ſhould be made appear, that in any 
point, I have been unjuſt or even unfair to him. In which ſenti- 


ment I ſhall conclude with two petitions, which he is acquainted 


with, and which Cerro have a determinate ſenſe, as one of them 
has like wiſe an alarming ſound | | 


From all falſe dictrine, hereſy and ſchiſm, 
. 1 Good Lord deliver us! 
And, 175" n | | GT 1 
That: it may pleaſe' thee to bring into the way of Truth, all ſuch as 


- Dave erred, and are decerved ; | SAS: £7 
| | We beſeech thee to hear us, God Lord! 
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